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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
TUESDAY, APRIL 12, 2005
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

Division Eight

Fifth Appellate District

Second Appellate District,
Division Five

Fourth Appellate District,
Division Three

DOES 1-26 v. S.C. (ROMAN CATHOLIC
ARCHBISHOP OF LOS ANGELES)
Review granted; transferred to CA 2/8 to issue OSC

The court having considered the matter in
bank:

The petition for review is GRANTED.

The Roman Catholic Archbishop of Los
Angeles, Real Party in Interest, is enjoined from
publishing the proffers referred to in the trial
court’s December 28, 2004 order denying
motion for protective order, pending further
order of the Court of Appeal. The matter is
transferred to the Court of Appeal, Second
Appellate District, Division Eight, with
directions to vacate its March 29, 2005, order
summarily denying mandate and to issue an
order directing respondent to show cause why
the relief sought in the petition should not be
granted.

Votes: George, C.J., Baxter, Werdegar, Chin,
Brown, Moreno, JJ.
REED (JAN WILLIAM) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review
to May 16, 2005.
EDWARDS (CORNELIUS) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review
to May 13, 2005.
LOPEZ (DANIEL) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review

to May 16, 2005
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PEOPLE v. BEAUDOIN
Time extended to grant or deny review

to May 13, 2005.

TOTTEN (ANTHONY) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review

to May 13, 2005

PEOPLE v. HASTINGS
Time extended to grant or deny review

to May 18, 2005.

PIZANA (ANGEL) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review

to May 13, 2005

LANGENDORF (TAYLOR) ON H.C.
Time extended to grant or deny review

to May 17, 2005

MENDEZ (FIDEL) ON H .C.
Time extended to grant or deny review

to May 19, 2005.

PEOPLE v. GEORGE (JOHNATON S.)
Extension of time granted

to June 7, 2005 to file appellant's opening brief.
After that date, only two further extensions
totaling about 90 additional days will be
granted. Extension is granted based upon
counsel Bruce Eric Cohen's representation that
he anticipates filing that brief by 9/7/2005.
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PEOPLE v. LIGHTSEY (CHRISTOPHER)
Extension of time granted

to May 31, 2005 to file appellant's opening brief.
After that date, only six further extensions
totaling about 360 additional days will be
granted. Extension is granted based upon
counsel Erik N. Larson's representation that he
anticipates filing that brief by 5/29/2006.

PEOPLE v. GEIER (CHRISTOPHER A.)
Extension of time granted

to June 1, 2005 to file respondent's brief.
Extension is granted based upon Deputy
Attorney General Andrew Mestman's
representation that he anticipates filing that brief
by 6/1/2005. After that date, no further
extension will be granted.

PEOPLE v. ROMERO & SELF
Extension of time granted

to June 7, 2005 to file appellant ROMERO'S
opening brief. After that date, only three further
extensions totaling about 190 additional days
will be granted. Extension is granted based
upon Deputy State Public Defender Michael P.
Goldstein's representation that he anticipates
filing that brief by 12/31/2005.

PEOPLE v. BRAMIT (MICHAEL L.)
Extension of time granted

to June 14, 2005 to file appellant's opening brief.
After that date, only four further extensions
totaling about 240 additional days will be
granted. Extension is granted based upon
Deputy State Public Defender Peter Silten's
representation that he anticipates filing that brief
by 2/15/2006.
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S072946 PEOPLE v. GONZALEZ (JOSE)
Extension of time granted

to June 10, 2005 to file reply brief. After that
date, only two further extensions totaling about
110 additional days will be granted. Extension
is granted based upon counsel Michael
McPartland's representation that he anticipates
filing that brief by 10/1/2005.

S107856 CREW (MARK C.) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to May 11, 2005 to file the reply to return. After
that date, only one further extension totaling
about 30 additional days will be granted.
Extension is granted based upon Assistant State
Public Defender Andrew Love's representation
that he anticipates filing that brief by 6/10/2005.

S$124349 HOOKS (MELVIN K.) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to May 11, 2005 for respondent to file the
informal response.

S129510 CRUZ (TOMAS VERANO) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to May 11, 2005 to file the informal response to
the petition for writ of habeas corpus. After that
date, only five further extensions totaling about
150 additional days will be granted. Extension
is granted based upon Deputy Attorney General
Ross C. Moody's representation that he
anticipates filing that document by 10/11/2005.

S$129603 CARASI (PAUL) ON H.C.
Extension of time granted

to May 4, 2005 to file the informal response to
the petition for writ of habeas corpus. After that
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date, only one further extension totaling about
30 additional days will be granted. Extension is
granted based upon Deputy Attorney General
Ana Duarte's representation that she anticipates
filing that document by 5/30/2005.

CARDINALE v. MILLER
Extension of time granted

On application of appellant and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and
file an oversize reply to the answer to the
petition for review is extended to and including
April 18, 2005.

Appellant's motion to strike respondent's
answer to the petition for review is denied.

BRANICK v. DOWNEY SAVINGS & LOAN
Extension of time granted

On application of appellants and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and
file the answer to the petition for review is
extended to and including April 18, 2005.

WASATCH PROPERTY MGMT. v. DEGRATE

Orders filed (4)

@8 Permission granted for two counsel to present
oral argument on behalf of respondent.

2) Permission granted for respondent to allocate to
Patricia H. Tirey 15 minutes of respondent’s
oral argument time.

3) Permission granted for two counsel to present
oral argument on behalf of appellant.

4) Permission granted for appellant to allocate to

amicus curiae National Housing Law Project
15 minutes of appellant's oral argument time.
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CITY OF HOPE v. GENENTECH
Order filed

The application of appellant Genentech, Inc. for
permission to file oversized (18,919 words)
opening brief on the merits is granted.



